"Ba A; 
+ . 
983 * * * 


- 
Winged 
— 


1 
7 
a 
' 

. 

| 
„ 
| 


I”. , } : 6 * { s . 8 N | J # 


N » N * 4 
£ 5 . « 


9 


4 
6 pe 1 pt 6 4 n 4 * 
1 : 
P 
Fea” 
*,. K * W 
* 
ll 
* 
/ 
* * ” N 
5 
* 
. 
* 
p 5 "cr x 
py * 
v * 
< 


» 


} 


1 


ee eee eee . ER. RO EARS ARA OOO 
7 N ” x * — 2 
0 * * 0 - he L N * g 


a 


** * 


* 


* - „ Yoon $ 
WF 1 wt * * py FF: 5 e 7 
: 3 L£ 5 7 10. a s 7 1 z . 
La: © + - : e = "» > ©; 3 6 
: as 4 "7 
* * F 
2 5 i N 8 F . » : 
L © 33s - * \ AS 7 6 alt. -. 
+ S 4 1 6 ' + vB." J's - a # 
4 p 
; a 2 # . 0 
* * 
- % 
/ . o ” ; * 
7 t Add * 2 1 4 
: 3 * ; F 7 by ; Ev » 7 * t 
” 4 * © * 


4 bh 
/ % 2 . fl 
g a 
EY £ 
— * ö "7 
7 4 * 1 » 7 1 w 4 * 
. . wat” F £ . 8 
* E , . 
« „ 
, . i - ” LAS 1 - 
. 180 great - Þ 
e 4 


, p 
5 1 
* + -» 


A 


' | The invalidity of - Lay-Baptiſm-.. having 
found 1ſt, That no one could ralldly baptize, 
but he who is commiſſioned by Chriſt to do it; 
and, 2dly, That no one is | commiſſioned by 
Chrift to do it, but he who is Epiſcopally ordain= 
ed; and, 3dly, That the Man. who baptized 
him, was not Epiſcopally ordain'd, bur a Di 
ſenting Teacher: „ his Author, I ys tells. us 
very fairly, that he procured himſel t b 
tixed by an Epiſcopal Minifter. And Dr. Hicks, 
ina long Letter to the Author, prefix*d to this 
Book, thus compliments his great Performance, 
P. 12. * It is againſt the Authority of the pre- 
_ © tended Miniſters of this. LPrestgterian] Miſi- 
on, who were never duely authorized, and there- 


© fore cannot adminiſter *7ul valid Bapriſm, that 
you have written your excellent, Book, with 
great Strength and Perſpicuity, as well as Mo- 


* deſty, and confirmed your Doctrine with your 
Practice. i. e. he had been rebaptiæcd. "dah : 

As IT knew this could not regalarly and lamful- 
ly be done by any Pariſh Prieft of the Church 


of England, without acquainting the Biſhop of 


the Dioceſe. therewith, as the Rabric com- 


mands, it being a new, and (as I take it) an ex» 
traordinary Caſe; ſo finding it to have been 


actual done, I concluded with my ſelf, that the 


A2;ꝛůà?ꝶßj7⁵ ? 


HE Author of a Book, whoſe Title is; 


obe bap- 
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Biſhop had been conſulted with, and had given 
way to the ſolemn rebaptizing an adult Perſon, 

who had before been baptized by one of the 

Presbyterian Ordination, in or with Vater, and 
in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. 

It did not at all become me, nor was Tconcern'd, 
to inquire, which of the Biſhops it was, that 

| gaveWay to, nor who the Presbyter was that 
| perform'd, this new Work: But I ſer my felf 
in great Earneſt to conſider what the Doctrine 
| wi Practice of the Church of England was in 
this Cafe, Could I have truſted: either the 
 Poftor or his Friend, I needed to have gone no 

_ * farther than this little Book; for there I found 
they were, both of them, very fully--perſwa- 

_ ded, that the Church of England does abſolutely 
zullify, and validate all Baptiſm confetr'd by any 
one Who is not Epiſcopally ordain'd ; and con- 
ſequently, requires all ſuch as have not been 

_ baptized by Epiſcopal Hands, to be rebaptized, 
Tince Ba alm is held neceſſary by her, where it 
can be had. But having ſeriouſly conſidered the 

Offices of Baptiſm, and the Rubrics, and compa» 

red them with the ſubſequent Practice of the Epi- 
ſcopal Miniſters, I could not find theſe two Wri- 
ters had convincingly proved what they intend» 
ed. And not thinking my ſelf, at preſent, con» 

Cern'd in the main Matter diſputed, vis; Whe- 
| ther Lay-Baptiſm be invalid, or whether all the 
Presbyterian Miniſters are meer Lay-men, but 
only to know what the Opinion of the Church 
of England was in the Matter; I have, in the 
| following Papers, only taken Notice of what 


= 


| theſe two Writers alledge, as from the Church 
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of England, in Favqur of fs 3 
the reſt of the Book to be conſideted by others, 

who are at Leiſure, and think it worth their 
while. -1 wondred indeed, that note of the 
Church ef Bn gland-Clerg), had taken ay Notice 
of this Books and the Bectrine endeavdured to 
be propagated by it, 'eſpecially' the Pariſh- 
Prieſts of Tee for if this Dogtise be true, 
I dare engage there is het One of then but bas a 
conſiderable Number of His Parifhiohers, who 
are not baptized, nor "conſequently Obriſtian, 
and yet have lived in conſtant Communion with 
him, and have frequently received the" Sacra- 
ment of che Lord's Supper, at his Hands; which 
thing ought not to have been dones if they ate 
not Chriſtians, | © 910%) LL S 11 1 

He muſt, at this Note look to al the People 
who are upwards of 50 Years of Age; for" tis 
twenty to one, but that they who were baptized 
before the Year 1660, were baptized by Diſſemt- 
ing Teachers, and are dolce not baptized at 
all. He muſt alſo place all ſuch as have leſt the 
Separation ſince 1660, and come over to the 
Church, of what Age e ſoever, in the Nank of 
Vnba aptized, becauſe *tis moſt likely they were 
bag ns by Diſſenting Teachers. 1 ay bs muſt 
look to many who were baptized by Church. f 
England Miniſters: For ſome of them were _ 
Children of Difſenters, and baptized by Di 
ters, and tho? they afterwards Feb Orders of 
the Chureh of England, yet not having been 
validly baptized themſelves, they could not va- . 
lidly baptize others; for their being Miniſters of 


the Church of England did not make them Chri- 
: A3, Fu j 


wondred;not. a little that the Church-Clergy 


PREFACE. 

ſtians; their Ordinations did not give them true 
Baptiſm, if they had it not before. What Work 
is here for. a London Miniſter ! and 45 I averr 


that every Word of it, is, and muſt be true, if 
Diſſenting Miniſters Baptiſm be invalid, ac- 
cording to the Doctrine of Dr. Hicks, and his 
Friend: And yet, I profeſs ſeriouſly, that tho * 
am acquainted with many of theſe excellent 
Perſons, and have often been at their Churches, 
yet did I never hear one of them tell his People, 
that if they had not been baptized by an Epiſ- 
copal Miniſter, they muſt be baptized again, 
for they were not Chriſtian sg. 
For the Sake of theſe Conſequences, I ſay, I 


had not taken ſome Notice of theſe Doctrines, 


which are written, printed, preached, and recom- 
mended in Publick. They will, I afſure them, 


when they grow to any Head, give them more 


Trouble, than they now ſeem to be aware of. 
But it may. be they are frightned by what the 
DoQor ſays in his Letter, P. 17. In the ſame 


© Place, Sir, you ſay you hope that none veſted 
with this Divine Authority, will fight againſt it, 
ce. which if any Clergy-man ſhould do in the 


Manner you there mention (i. e. appearing 


'£ publickly in Oppoſition to the Subject of this 
_ © Eflay, of the Invalidity of Lay-Baptiſm, P. 120.) 


I could not but ſuſpect that he was one of thoſe, 


*. who took Gifts, and Preſents of the Diſſenters, 


© tolet the Names of their Children, who had 


* noother but Schiſmatical Lay-Baptiſms, be =o 


* ftred among the true Baptiſms of the Churc 


or at leaſt of another Sort, who to court the 


Favour 


6 
6 
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to it. But to ſhew that Sepa 


| PREFAC E. Mi | 
Fayour and Applauſe of the Diſſenters, either 


never preach in Defenee of the Church againſt 


Them; or if they do, they do it no otherwiſe 


than barely to ſhew, that the Church of Exg- 


land is a ſafe Communion, and that thoſe 'who' 
through Miſtake ſeparated from it, would be 
in no Danger of Damnation, if they returned 
| | aration from it is 
Schiſm, and by e a damning Sin; 
and that the Separatiſts of all Sorts ſrom it, 


are, without the extraordinary Mercy of God, 
in great and apparent Danger of Damnation; 
* theſe Gentlemen love not to touch upon that 
Point, nor rife to that Height. It was, I ſup- 
poſe, a Reflection upon theſe Men, and the 
Indignation he had againſt their double Prac- 


tices, which provoked « Divine [Dr. Birch] 


not very many Years fince, to utter a Sarcaſm 
upon them, from the Pulpit, in Words to 
this Purpoſe, That ſore (at the Time he ſpoke - 


* 


it) were, become Fathers of the Church, "who ne- 


Der were her true Sons. 


. 6 . hes k 2 5 ; OE 3 
I have tranſcribed this Paſſage more at large 


than I needed to have done, on purpoſe to 


gratify the Doctor, who was fo pleaſed with it, 


that I think he went à little out of his way, 
to fetch it in; and I am afraid he has made the 


ſilly and uncharitable Sarcaſin, his "own, by his 


Allowance of it. I have ventured to put down 


the Name of that Divine, that People may 


know what Value to ſet upon that Sarcaſm. 
He was himſelf born and bred a Diſſenter (and 
therefore the Doctor will not know well what 
to ſay of his Baptiſm) and was brought over wo 


Pains taken with him, by that moſt excellent 
Bifhop of Qxferd, Dr. Feb: But he (as the way of 
weak and warm Heads is) did not know where 
to ſtop. I fay no more, hecauſe the Man is dead; 
and ſhould hardly have faid this, had not the 
Party, principally aimed at by the Iudignation 
of that pdor Divive, been Doctor Tillotſan the 
Arch-bilhop of Canserbum, whoſe Name will 
live for ever, increaſing in Eſteem with · all good 
and wiſe Men, when a Thouſand of his pittyj- 
ful Detracters, ſhall ſoon be quite ſorgotten, or 
be remembred for a ſcore or two of Years, only 
for ſome poor, peeviſh, and unchriſtian Singt. 
But maſt it indeed be fa, that if a Clergy- man 
of the Church of England, ſhould wri 2. 
this notable Eſſ, he muſt be one of theſe. two 
ſorts of Clergy.men, whom the Poctor repre-" 
ſents in ſuch an odious Manner, that. I hope 
there are not above Twenty ſuch in the whole 
Kingdom? Cannot a Clergy-man, who ſees 
and dreads the Conſequences ſuch a Doctrine 
will draw after it, endeavour. to perſwade his 
Friends that ſuch a Doctrine is not true, and: 
try to prove it falſe by the beſt Arguments he 
can, without being ranked in the Number of: 
ſuch as deſerve the Piboryand Deprivation? P. 18. 
Cannat an honeft Clergy-man defend the V4. 
lau, tho not the Regatarity and Lamfulneſt 
of Baptiſm, adminiſtred by Diſſenting Teachers, 
without being falſe. to his ſacred Truſt, if he 
believe himſelf watranted fo to do, b Scripture, 
and Authority of: the Church-Praftice,. both 
Antient and Modern? Muſt a Clergy-man 


magnify his Office; at the Expence of Truth 
— ? Or is he obliged to ſuffer, patient- 
ly and ſilentiy, the unchriſtiani ing not only _ 
95 many Hundred Thouſands of his own Coun- 
_ tty-men, Friends, Acquaintance, and near Relati- 
ons, but all the Proteſtants that are, and have heen, 
far almoſt two hundred Years, throughout the 
World, as were not, and only becauſe they = 
Epiſcopally Ordained? Is he, I ſay, obliged to 
ſuffer this, and hold his Tongue, rather than 
by his ſpeaking, to diminiſh the Sacredneſs of | 
his own Divine Authority, and to encourage 
ſuch, as Separate, to go on in their own way? 1 
put the worſt of the Caſe, as theſe People will 
ſuppoſe it may be; and yet no wiſe and learned 
Clergy-man, will find himſelf reſtrained, from 
oppoſing what he accounts a miſchievous. Er- 
rour, and defending what he thinks an uſeful 
Truth, for fear of ſuch' Conſequences as he 
knows he does not deſign, and knows they are 
not Neceſſary, 205 will; follow with People that 
can conſider ſoberly, and reaſon juſtly. But we 
are fallen, God help us, into Times, when to 
be 4 good Church. man, means nothing leſs than 
living up to her Doctrine, conforming to her Rules 
and Orders, communicutiug conſtantly with her in 
Prayers and Sacraments : But it means, the being 
loud and contentious in the Church's Quarrel; 
rhe being exceeding mad againſt all that are not 
like minded with us; the talking furiouſly: for / 
her Authority; and the decrying every thing 
that looks like Moderation and good. Temper. 
towards ſuch as differ from us. And therefore. 
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whilſt this Ferment laſts, whilſt the Nation is 
under this Inchantment, this ſtrong unnatural 
Violence, and the Suſpenſion, as it were, of 
Reaſon, and calm Deliberation, I will ceaſe to 
wonder, that ſome of the Clergy of the Church 
of England, appear not a pa_ a Doctrine, that, 

if it be true, has peopled Hell with many Mil- 
lions. I will, I fay, ceaſe to wonder for a while; 
becauſe I know not whether Reaſon, Judgment, 
Learning, Perſpicuity, and all the Qualities 

that a good Writer ought to have, would fignify 
much, if once the Word were given out, among 

the Holy Brot her-hood, that ſuch a Book was 
written . againſt (what - are pleaſed to call). 
the Church. And, indeed, this Argument is 
ſo ſtrong, that I my ſelf am forced to ſubmit to 
it. As free as I am from any of the aforeſaid 


— 


Reſtraints, under which the Clergy lie; as 
little as I have to hope for, or to fear, on ſecular 
Accounts; yet do I not dare to own my ſelf, 
the Writer of this Paper, by ſetting my Name 
before it. The Deſign I have, is as good as the: 
Heart of Man can frame: The Cauſe I plead 
for is that of the Church of England, of which I 
ever was, and am, and ever {hall be, by the 
Grace of God, a very faithful and ſincere Mem- 
ber; and I am, I think, retained in this good 
Cauſe, by Juſtice and great Charity; andT_ 
believe I have maintained it well, and like an 
honeſt and a reaſonable Man: But yet I own, : 
the Dread of drawing down the Indignation of 
the Church-Rabble upon me, is fo great, that 
T will not have it ſo much as whiſpered, where 
I live, nor of what Profeſſion I. am. My: 
El. : _ Reaſons 


Reaſons and my Arguments have ſo far fayoured | 
the Diſſenters, that (Whatever my Intentions 
were) they have proved them to be Chriſtians, 
that T perceive will not go well down, not be 
digeſted well (the more is the pitty) by abun- 
dance of Smatterers, and young Students in 
Divinity, who would give more Credit to 
Doctor H. in this Caſe, recomending a Lay- 
man's Treatiſe, that condemns them all, than 
to a hundred other Lay- Mens Treatiſes, en- 
dea vouring to make them Chriſtians, tho they 
ſhould. come into the World, with the Appro- 
bation of the Majority of the Biſbops. And this 
is another Cauſe of my Concealment, becauſe I 
bave no Heart to engage with ſuch a wrathful 
Generation bed fon eb award © father 
And here I put my Pen into the Inkhorn, and 
fell into a ſtrong and deep Amuſement, revol- 
ving in my Mind, with great Perplexity, the 
amazing Change of our Affaits, both Civil and 
Religious, within the Compais of two Years! 
And whilſt I was going, from the Fulneſs of 
my Heart, to utter ſtrange things, I was as it 
were awakened and relieved, by the Viſit of an 
old Acquaintance, that in his Time, had been 
conſiderable in Doctors. Commons. To him, af. 
ter the uſual Salutations paſt, I could not for- 
bear reading (ſuch was our Friendſhip) this 
Preface, as far as I had gone in it— Upon which, 
after a little Pauſe, he replyed, in his grave Man- 
ner, to this Purpoſe; Tour Zeal, I find, has 
* rais'd you a little above your uſual Temper : - 
* I know not, till you ſhew me, what Argu- 
X 2 FS 


 *-Church-Communion. 


but that they are in this, and all other g 


ments you have made uſe of, to prove the 
Diſſenters to be Chriſtians; but I can furniſh 
vou wich one, if it has ſcaped your Memory, 
from Doctors. Commons: And that is, that all the 
Praſecationl, Excommunications, Pines and Peual. 


< ties, that the Diſſenters have undergone from 


the Days of O/d Elisabeth, to the preſont 


. 
Times, are ſo many Proofs of the Church of 


4 — 


Eꝛxglandꝰs owning them to be Chriftians:;-Por 


the Court. Chriſtias has nothing to do witſi a- 
ny one but Chriſtians, And it would be 2 


6 great Abfurdity to excommunicate a Perſon that 
had no Right to Charch-Communion'; and he 


ho is not baptized, has certainly no Right to 
: 2 | 765 © . 1 N 9465 141 


18 5 
7 
0 4 
3 . 
* 
þ 


- 


Here my good Priend ended; and ſo wilt I, 
when I have deſired the Reader to place this, 
as a fourth Proof of my Poſition (which I think 
is a very ſenſible one, and next to Demonſtratt- 


n) and when I have adjured the Difſezters, 


as J heartily do, both Teachers and People, 


all that is dear and valuable 'to them, to f 
my Joy, incoming, and returning, to the 


munion of the Church of * d; That I may 
not only ſay I have proved them to be Chriſtians, 
ſpects, not only almoſt, but altogether as I am, 
ſincere and conftantly-conforming Members of 
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| Church of ENGLAND 


Inga the Caſe of 1955 
LAv. BAPTISM 


AND OF. ( 
DIS SENTERS BAPTISM. 


The General Poſir tion is, 


That the Church of England hath, by no Publick 
A made az declared de kati be | 


4 HIS will appear dein the rt Book L 


_ ed and confirmed by Act of Farlia, 
ment in the 2. and 3 Eanard VE. in 
x 400 1 in 1549, of which Book the A 
ſays, — That it was, by the Aid of the Holy Gho#, | 
with uniform Agreement, concluded by the Compilars 
And from the ſecond Book of Common-Prayer 
put out in the 5. and 6. Edward VI, in 1552, 
In theſe two Books, in the Office of Private 
- Baptiſm, the Rubrics are, — Let them that be pre- 
ſent, call upon God for his Grace, and [a 7 the Lords- 
58 if the Time will ſuffer. Aud then ON 4 of 
ben 


of Common-Prayer, which was finiſh- Proof 


( 1) 1 
them ſhall name the Child, and dip him in the Wi 
ter, or pour the Water upon him, ſaying theſe 
Words, — N. I baptize thee in the Name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of «tp p Holy * 
1. Book. "EI 

To the Intent the Prieſt. ey examine and try 
whether the Child be lawfally baptized or no — 
be is to ask theſe Queſtions "of thoſe who. bring 
car pa Child to Church. 

Hy whom was this Child baptized ? ? 
| 4 Mo mas preſent when the Child was 
0 baptized ! 0 
3. © Whether they called u pe Go God for Grae, 
and Succour, in that Nece 
4. © With what thing or matter 7 did they) be 
© tize the Child? 

5. With what Words the Child was bap- 
8 - ized? 8 N 228 
44 Whether 4 think ho Child to be law: 
* « fully and perfectly baptized ? 
Theſe things are in the uſt and 2d Books of 


2b Edward VI. 


Now the Anſwer to the frſt Dueſtion, might 
well have been in Edward VI's Days— Jahn 
Lawrence the Uncle; or Jane Lawrence the Mid- 
wife, or George Hays a Neighbour and Geatle- 
man. Becauſe. in Caſes of Neceſſity, the Bap- 
tiſm of Lay- men was allowed to be uſed in the 
Days of Popery ; and Midwives were expreſly 
ordered to be taught the Form of Baptizing, in 
Latin. And it does not appear that the fr 
Reformers changed this Practice. The firſt Ra- 
bric does, without any Strain or Violence, ſup- 


poſe the Child to be „ by a W 
© 
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baptize it. I will not trouble the Reader wich 
Proving this at large, in this place; both Dactor 
and Student agree, that in this Rubric Lay-Bap= 
tiſm was ſuppoſed-and allow?d, but that it is 
now. well mended : inſtead of one of them, it is 


now the lawful Miniſter, See the Doctor's Let- 
ter to the Author of L- Baptiſin invalid, pag. 24. 


and the Author, pag. 112. 
The ſecond Queſtion is asked for the Satisfacti- 
on of the Miniſter and the Congregation. For 


Witneſſes are not eſſentially neceſſary to Bap- 


tiſm, but the Miniſter cannot be ſure the Child 


| was before baptized, unleſs it be atteſted by 


Witneſſes, TOO vo n 
The third Queſtion may be anſwer'd by ſay- 
ing Nothing, and the Baptiſm would not be at 
all affected by it. For though People ſhould 


and ought to call upon God for Grace and Suc- 
cour, in that and all other Caſes of Neceſſity, 


yet if they ſhould omit or forget to do fo, 
through Haſte, and ' Fright, and Hurry, the 
Child might, notwithſtanding that, be rightly 


baptized. But to call upon God for Grace, is, in 


this place, to ſay the Lords. Prayer; as is alſo evi- 
dent from the Catechiſm in theWords of the Cate- 
=> juſt before that Prayer. And no body will 
affirm that the Lords-Prayer, or any other Pray- 


er, is ſo Eſſential to Baptiſm, as to make it in- 


valid, if omitted, i oY RD RY 

The fourth and fifth Queſtions muſt be poſi- 
tively anſwered With Water; and in the Name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy * 


The Words are general Les them that be preſent= 
and then —let On of them. do ſo and fo— 5. e. 


00 4 9 


Or elſe the Child muſt ——_— 
tized again. The Matter and Formare ſo eff tal, 
that there is no true Baptiſm without them. 
The fiath Queſtion to the People who bring 
the Child to Church, after it has'been tirus 
tired in Private, is Whither they think rhe M 
to he lawfully and perfeitly baptized ? "T0: vHjL,˙ I 
ſuppoſe the Anfwer may well be, Ts. 
Queſtion and the Anſwer, that à Child bap- 
rized by a Lay-Perfon, in due Matter nud Form, 
is lamfrliy and perfetHy baptized? Does it not 
follow, I fay, from Edward VPs Common Prar 
Books, that the Charch of England then did fd 
believe? Lask, at preſent, no more: But I think 
it will alſo follow clearly from hence, that la. 
Jah and perfetty, were Words that did not 
then refer, to the 4dmniſtrator of Baptiſm, 
but to the Matter and Form, and Circum- 
ſtantial Ceremonies of it. And, becaufe I may 
have little Credit and Authority with the 
Reader, I muſt tell him, that in the Notes 
printed by Dr. Nichols, at the End of his Com. 
mon · Prayer (to whoſe great Care and Pains 1 
own myſelf very much obliged, and ſo 1 he. 
lieve would others if they would but read 
; +Hhim) and which go under the Name of Dr. 
| Overal, the Remark that is made upon rhe 
fourth, fifth; and fixrh Queſtions, is this 4 
the. fourth and fifth Queſtions referr to the Subs i 
ſtance of Baptiſm, ſo the ſixth and laſt referrs to 
the dae Ceremonies and Circumſtances that are to 
be uſed: therein, and to be ſupplied in the Churth, 
if through haſte they were omitted at 2 
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Bot iſin, had better onũered theſe thinga, he 
would have ſeen that this ſrth Queſtion was 
t quite ſo ſlight and needleſs as he makes it. 
would have known, it may he, that perfect 
25 applied to the Musen and Form; and 
by the Law; in the Rabricz.. And I think ho 
would not have made the following Concluſion, 
as he does in Page 112. And therefore tis no 
wonder that the Church of England, upon a 
more exact Review of her Liturgy; expunged 
this Queſtioſi (i. e. the ſixth) out of the Rubric, 
and alſo for very ihe ee away 
the Liberty of 'Lay-Baptizing in her preſent 
Liturgy, by requiring even in Caſes of 
Neceltity, that Bapeiſm ſhould beadminiftred. 
by the Manifler of the Pariſh, or any other. 
. * Miniſter that can be procured. Which is 
a ſu | 
y 


G, - we 


a ſubſtantial Anſwer. to all Objections that 
may be raiſed from her (i. e. the Church oſ 
Englands) former Practice. 3 1 25. 1-7 

I ͤſet down this ont of the Book; Page 112. 

yhich is alſo agreed to, as a good Concluſion, 

dy. the Dr. in his Letter to him, Page 2% 
The Churchdid certainly leave out the ſixth - 

Queſtion, but certainly not for the Reaſon 

ſigned by theſe Writers, but probably, be- 

auſe ſne ſa w there was no Neceſſity for it, and 
ot for any Miſchief. it did. She alſo leſt out 
he third Queſtion, but neither theſe Writers 

ior I know why ; but ſo it was, and I doubt ner 

ut for ſome good Reaſon, or other, And, 

ether the Church did truly take away the 
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Liberty of L- Bapti xing in her preſent Liturgy, 
by requiring even in Laſes of Neceſfi ty, t 


5 


be procured Whether the Church hath done 


England (whether Proteſtant or Popiſhi) did 


* fSpeech) is the third thing, wherein I would 


to the Uſe of the Primitive Church; hut i 


64% 


Bapriſm ſhould be admitiſtred by the Minifter of 
the Pariſh, or any other laꝶful Miniſter that can 


this or not— I am now come to Confider. 
The Feriod of Time aſſigned for this Change 
and Reformation of the Rubric, is 1603, the af 


* 


But before I come to it, I defire the Rea. 
der to remember, that I have been in Poſ- 
ſeſſion of my Point, from the Year 1548 to 
2603, which is 55 Tears. Which take in the 
Reigus of Edward VI, Queen May, and Queen 
Flizabeth) In all this Time, the Church. bf 
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never 1 any Publick At of hersz; make or 
declare Lay-Baptiſm to be invalid. Now I go 
on, to ſee whether ſhe has condemned her 
former. Practice or no. 
As for the Account of the Conference held at 
Hampton-· Court, between the Biſhops and ſome 
of the Puritanical Miniſters, before King James J. 
and all the Privy Council; I muſt- at: preſent be 
obliged to Mr. Fuller for it, in his Church Hif- 
tory. Cent. xvii. Book ix. Page 8. The Conf. 
rence began January 14. 16. 


© + Private Baptiſm ( ſays the King in - his 


be farisfied, in the Common- Prayer. If cad 
© Private ftom the Place, I think it agreeable 


termed Private, that any, beſides: a lafu 


N 280 Mi niſte. 


— — — — 


480 


© Miniſter, may 5 75 EN ke it. 
And here 8 brian 
gen dene 1 cqrneſt © in. 1 2 


Page 9. . 
c 99: bop be of ey | Whindh 
© To the Point of Private B til hs 
A Adminiſtration thereof by Mons, _ 
c 88 is not allowed in e Pra&tice oe 1 


0 Church „ but enquired of aud Lack by 
* Biſh 45 tn com PRA - 38 r. = 


Kip Tow 3 25 


| digt amel er, 28 3 
Ile doubrful Worgs Ty by” 1 
preſſed to 775 . a the | 
Compilers of the Book did not ſo To this 4 
* intend them, às appeareth by their cited the 
© contrary Tractice. But they pro- 7 
oc them ambignoully be. e ä 
© cauſe otherwiſe, perhaps, the Book | B 
„would not chen Have Ling Fe. Fo: 5 
Parliament. „ 
Biſhop of London, Raucrof re, 
* Thoſe Reverend Men =, 


* not, by ambiguous Terms, to de-] Here. be 
ceive any; but thereby intended produced 
72 Permiſſion of private Perſons to Letters of 
* baptize, in Caſe of Neceſſity, This ſome of . 
is agreeable to the Practice of the thoſe firſt 
„Antient Church. Acts 2. when | Compilers, 
*: three Thouſand being Baptized „ 
BÞ $. _- 2 


1 


{ 


8) 
bych for * poſles lng "PTY was 
ſt impre eb le) fome being nei-· 

Red, 


alt nor muſt be preſumed 
: therein, nd ſome Fathers are 
6. of the ſame Opinio. Here he ſpake FR 
and earneſtly of the Needy 2 9 4. Baptiſm] 
i James. | EN 
1 * That in the its Was a0 Al eee | 
© and done before a Church was lettled and 
grounded; here fore no ſound Reaſoning 
6. thence to a Church ſtabliſhed and flouriſhing. 
© T maintain the Neceſſity of Baptiſm, and 
always thought the Place, John 3, 5. Except 
© one be Born Again of A Fd &c. Was meant 
thereof. ; 
lt may ſeem ſtrange to you, my Looks 
* that I think you in England give too muchi to 
Baptiſm, ſeeing, fourteen Months, a o in 
Scotland, I argued with my Divines there, 
© for attributin too little unto it: Tafomuch | 
* that a pert. Niniter asked me, if I thought 
© Baptiſm ſo Neceſſary, that, if omitted, the. 
Child ſhould be damned ? Tanſwered No, but 
5 if you call'd to baptize a Child, tho? privately, 
* refuſe to come, I Eine you ſhall be damned. 
But this Neceſſity of Baptiſm I ſo under. 
« ſtand, that it is neceſſary to be had, if /awfull 
© ta be had, that is, miniſtred by lawful Miniſters, 
by whom alone, and no private Perſon, in am 
; Caſe it may be adminiſtred. Though I utterly 
diflike all Rebaptization on thoſe em W 2 
or Laices aye Mate. I 


| ſho 


. | 


e A 5 5 es ; 
-2.6 TW ay ivare Ede to ba aptize, i 

c Caſe 18 Nel „Were * crofs 15 Nagy 
and the oommon Practie of pe 

c being a Rule a reed 9955 amongſt Pivines, at 


_—— = 


„the Mpniſter is bor of 1 the e ce f the Vac aner, 
9 King James. 9 yn 
1 | _ Tho'he be not of it Menes' of the See 
J ment, pt is he of the Eſſence of the Ti; ft 
a E nd M ful Miviftry thereof, a according to 


0 g Chris Commiſſion to his Diſciples, Go, 
J Preach and Baptize, c. 
PW Ibe R Reſult Weed hi, 06 confi” U erte 


*, in the Rabe ic of private Bopriſm, which } eaves 
. it E to AA, , theſe Wore, .» 
P rate, or "Hnfut Minifiet © may nor 1 inſert⸗ 


1114 3 


A 
This is all that is leſt tis 6 this Conference, 
th Relation to the Point in hand; ànd ac- 
ording to this Reſult, the Nubrit was / mended 
and the Workls /awful Menifter were inſerted. 
But before I ſer down theſe Changes „J dffireT. 


u. 2 make a few Remarks on 3 5 baſſed in, 
90 this part of the Conference. 1 


I. From what Archibiſhsp Lege it 
ould ſeem that Baptiſm” by Lay "46+ 
omen, was not ſo allowed, as has; it ee be 
hought an indifferent thing whether a Child 
vere baptized by a Lay-Perſon, ora awful 
iniſter. He fays the Biſhops in their 
iſitations inquired after ſuch Baptiſms, and 
enſured them. I make no doubt hut what this 
xcellent Arch-biſhop affirmed, was literally '\- | 
ue, The Biſhops might cenſure. both the 
aptiſms, and the Niers, of this ſort. But 
B 3 1 


der to h 
by Won 


U . o 1 8 
, Fl ff , 


* 
of 
» & { . 


he faw, by the Ki 


yet very honeſtly and frankly defended the fi 
Reformens ;; tells; the King what they certainly 
intended, e to permit private Perſons to 
baptize; and the Reaſon withall why they in- 
tended this Permiſſion, namely, becauſe it was 
the Practice of the Antient Church, &c. And 
his ſpeaking ſo much and earneſtly of the Nece/- 
ity of Baptiſm, is a plain Proof of his Judgment 
in the Matter, and of his Approbation of private 
- Perſons Baptizing; becauſe the Practice of tht 
Antient Church was indeed founded on their 
1 4151 10 N Opinios 


cu 
"4 4 7 _ * 
f * E F 5 5 : 


ET ; { 


WM 1} 1 


Opinion of the 2 of Baptiſm in 

. — Ibis Biſhop aue Dr, Ws Ez 
1n the See of. Cant. {who-died a ut fix W 
alter, ap Hb. 29- 1603) and was principally 
in altering the Rubric, and putting in 
the Words lawful” Miniſter, And yet 1 hope 
I may regſanably preſume ; that, alba a am- 
ch fu! Miniſter be the proper and op! 15 ed 
ze, J only required, Adminiſtrator of 5 
n) the Arch-biſhop did not ſo far Aan 15 
rol as to judge all Baptiſms nat a d by. 

. mc 10 were 4. . 9 e, 


ſatisſa tor the tx Auf wer. is to What th 
Biſhop, of omen ſaid, and ee 

tent it is With it ſalf. His Ma Majeſty Ser 
he maintains: the Necſſ pi 950 8505 


hs — wha no o private Hangl may. | amt ap- 
d tiſm, tho' in a Caſe of the extreameſt Necęſſity. 
By which it ſhould ſeem, that 1 Majeſty put 
ly ha Neceſſity of Baptiſm upon be 
taff with the Neceſlity of arr: heb other Sa- 
in crament of the Lord's anden fow e | 

val have ever judg'd ſo neceſſary to be 
nd to call for it, or take it from an 


ef: authoriſed, unconſecrated Hand; n 
em thoſe Who believed that Infants (upon the. Fe- 
ate ril of their Souls) were to receive, the Sacra- 


the ment * the Lord's Supper. +48, econ of 
ell B 4 Bap- 


SY . 


cu) 


Baptifin maintained by the King, is ſo lierte dh 
gent; that he thinks the Infant may as well die 
Anbaptixed, as baptized - by an «nlanfal Hand. 
My Undertaking does not oblige me to diſpute 
againſt the King s Opinion (which is contrary to 
that of the antient hurt) but to ſhew What 
9 think it was. But mark the Inconfiſtene) of 
it. He is utterly againſt Re-baptizing | ſnch as 
; had been before baptized by Laicks,” But is 
not this to 'allow their Baptiſm to be valid? 
And js it as well for a Child to die anbapti red, as 
baptired by a Lalił, whoſe Baptiſm muſt not 
be reiterated : ? If Lay: Baptiſm-be invalid, how 
can it poſſi by conſiſt with the Belief of the Ne- 
cefſry of Baptiſm, to deny the Re- baptizin 
Tnfams* "To: 'baptized ? Men may make Premiſe 
if they wi, ; bu Conſe 2 make themſelves. 
If Maßen be abſolute neceſſary from a /awful 
hand, and a F hand be ere Hand, then 
Lo. B fm is not the Baptiſm that is abſolutely 
neceſſity: It muſt therefore be had from a 
Hand that is larful. If therefore the King will 
not, by any means, allow of Rebaptizing ſuch 
'as were baptized by L 9-hands, other Folks 
will infer, 155 him, either that ſuch Baptiſm is 
valid, or that Baptiſm is not abſolutely neceſſa- 
. Thus far, however, the King is clear in, 
þ t 3 as were baptized by Laitks, muſt not 
e re. ba Log And therefore * Rubric (as far 
as the King is eoncern'd in it) that makes the 
Adminiſtinzor of Baptiſm to be a /awful Mini- 
fer only, does not pceſſrl inferr the Re-bap- 
Tizing of ſuch as were not baptized by a laws 


ul Miniſter, I [hall only add, in this Pant 
dtbat 


TY 


. chat the Minz ot ames menti | 
lie | and whom 225 his! Te reno, 
d. rians, and of 1 1 Ordination: And there. . 
ne fore their Baptiſ in was, accotding to the mo-. 
to dern Dialect, but Ley-Baptiſm. But K. James 
at did neither think ſo, nor Tos * 
A V. Bishop Babs is intirely'of the ume. pt 
nion with Biſhop! Baneroft, and Gays it is a R 
agreed on amen Divines, that the My 
is not rhe Eſſence of the Sacriept. 1. e. that if 
Baptiſm. be connferr'd- in tlie M1 ter and Form 
ſcribed by Chriſt, it is effectual to all the 
Par ſes of Baptiſm, let What Chriſtian eve 
nferr, b or aderiniſhce * ma ef 
. 70 this the King replies, that tho? de Mi 
niſter be not of the Eſſence of the Sacramen 
yet he is of the Eſſence of the right and 32 
ful Miniſtry thereof, accorting roChriſt's 11 25 
1 Go breath and 'baptize,*&c:; i: e. if I 
rightly underſtand it, that the Sacrament of Bap- 
tiſm cannot be rightly and lawfully adfminiſ- | 
wo withoue@Miniſter commiſſione by Chrift 
to 404 jt. Which is What his Majeſty "Fad faid 
before, in Subſtance, to the Biſhop of. London. 
No one can poſſibly imagine, Toe thefe two 
learned Biſhops did not very well know, that 
thoſe whom he ly Ko tons and fends to 


baptize, are the only Right and Lawful Admi. 
niſtrators of Baptiſm ; and that when ſuch 
can be had, none elſe ſhould, undertake to bap- 
tige. But the Queſtion now in hand was, 
whether Baptiſm was not ſo neceſſarily to be 
had, that, rather than the Child:. ſnould dye 
pithour it, it might be adminiſtred by _ 

who 
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And whether, when it Was once a dining 


Fa Commiſſioner: But in Caſe it had 
utterl diſliked dhe Re-baptizin 
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who is not commiſſioned to. do. it, nor cop: 
equently had Authority given him to da it: 


and conferred by this unauthorized Hand, it was 
Ka valid as not to be repeated or reiterated- + 

ain? this was the Queſtion, The barby was for 
ving the Child haptized by-og<bu ans 


tized already by an uncommiſſionec 


The Bil (gray rv Ticks Shin 
iſbops (with: t iquity) main 
tained, that the Neceſſity of che Caſe made the 
Adminiſt rator LY Baptiſm, (cho? in all reſpec 
beſides an unlaw ful Hand) a lawful Miniſter, in 
this Performaps ; 20. 6 not for Re- hapti- 
55 25 any one wWI been ſexiouſſy haptized 
hriſtian wich Water, and in the Name 
G che the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghoſt.. And thus the Matter ſtood between 
them. KO 2 
Theſe 1 I thought might be br the 
art s Service, beſore he comes to conſider 
the Changes made in the Rubric. And tho? he 
1 eaſil/ perceive, that Jam with the Biſh- 
„ againſt the King, in this Matter; yet I 
75 not but think it fair, to let him ſee, that 
the Rubric was amended and changed according 
to the King's Pleaſure ; and that inſtead of that 
general, indetermined Expreſſion . of One of 
them, the Words lawful Miniſter were inſerted, 
as they now ſtand. . | 
Alfter this manner chen the Rubric was s chan 


Fick 


(15) 


4 Firſt, let the lamfal . and them — 


© that | preſent,. call upon God for 25 Grace, 
© and ſay the Lords-Prayer, if the Time wil 
« ſuffer,;, And then the Child being named 


hy ſome aaf 455 MY preſent, the ſaid lamful 


0 Miniſter ſhall dip; it in Water, or pour oper 
* upon.,it, A theſe Words, N. I bapt 


© thee in the Name of the Father, and 0 the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. 


[In the Review. of the Common · Prayer | 
bric. was thus changed, and 


in 160 Tal this Nb 
now nds—, Firſt let the Miniſter of the Pa. 
* riſp, or in 1. nce, amy other lam ful Mi- 
„Aer that ners with them that 
155 Preſent call upon God and ſay the Lords- 
Prayer, and ſo many of the Collects appoint- 
ed to be faid Er in the Form of Pablick 

© Baptiſm, as the Time and preſent Exigence 
will. ſuffer. And then the Child being named 


by ſome one that is preſent, the Miniſter 


* ſhall pour Water upon it faying theſe Words 
EN. ph ee ps 5 : 


And let them not doubt * that 3 


0 
t * 
* 
ac 1 ———ů— — —— — — — — —— — 


Child ſo baptized, is lawfully, and ſuffici- 
* ently; baptized, and ought.;got. to be bap- 
tized again. Bat yet nevertheleſs, if tho 


Child which is after this fort baptized, do af- 


ter ward dive, it is expedient that it be brouglit 


into the Church, to the Intent that if the 


pPrieſt or Miniſter of the ſame Pariſh did him- 


* (elf baptize that Child, the Cong! egation 


may be certified of the true Form of Baptiſm, 
a y him N before uſed 


(16) 
= The Rubric is the ſame with the foreg 0. 


Tas one, only the Words Bat and Prien 10 
left out; and aſter the Words before uſed; i 15 
added, In which Cafe he ſhall ſay thus, "> 


. certify you, that according to the due and pre- 


x60g 
661. 


© ſcribed Order of the Church, at ſuch 4 time, 
and ar ſach 4 place, before divers Witneſſes, ] 
© baptized this Child! 1 

F 07 if this Child were ba ptized b Ma ano. 

ther lawful Miniſter, that er the Miniſter 

of the Pariſh, where the Child was born or 
© Chriſtned, ſhall examine and try, whether the 
1 © Child be lawfully baptized or no. 

In which Caſe, if thoſe who bring any 
" Child to the Church do anſwer that the fame 
Child is already baptized; then ſhall the Mi- 
= * niſter examine them father, ſaying, - 

x. © Dy whom was this Child baptized ? 


2 Who was ' Preſent when this Child » was 


* er [FR 

- © Becaufe Gti things eſſential to this Sacra- 
* ment may happen to 

© or Haſte, in ſuch Times of Extremity ; there- 

© fore I demand farther of you, 


3. With what Mater Was this Child bap- 


« tized? 


4. With was) . ords was this Child bap- 


© tized? 


The fir ſt thing 1 would bbc to the Rea- 


der, upon theſe Changes of the Rabric, is, that 


they were made by the King's ſole Authority 


and Command. They had neither At of Par- 
lizment, nor Act of Convocation, to countenance 
them. This was a Stretch of Power, but =_ 
: | | caule 


omitted through Fear, 


cauſe it troubled no Body, it was eaſily fubmic- 


ted to. However, tho' the Alterations were 
very reaſonable and good, yet they were not 4e 
1% till made fo by the Legiſlative Power in 
"WM But, Secondly, taking them, as they now are, 
to be both good and obligatory, the Queſtion is, 
i Whether the Church of England does hereby 


be that Ley- Baptiſm is invalid? To whic 

1 The Church of England does certainly 
call for, and require a lawful Miniſter to be the 
Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm. _ EE Batt 
2. The Church of England does certainly (at 
leaſt ſince 1661 or 1662) by a lawful Miniſter, 
mean and intend a Miniſter Epiſcopally ordained. 
z. The Church of England neither «lows, nor 
ermits, any other than ſuch as are Epiſcopally 
ordained, to adminiſter Baptiſm. 0 

4. The Church of England does hereby (im- 
plicitly at leaſt) forbid any other than thoſe of 
Epiſcopal Ordination, to baptize. 

5. The Church of England inquires after, 
cenſures, and puniſhes (where Ihe can) ſuch as 
adminiſter Baptiſm, if they are not qualified 
law fully to do it. | 62.4 

But after all, I muſt own, that I do not 
think the Church of England does, by any, or 
all theſe Rabrics, intend to make or declare Lay- 
Baptiſm to be invalid. She calls for none but 
lawful Miniſters ; 'tis true; all Churches in the 
World do the fame thing; it is not to be ex- 
pected they ſhould do otherwiſe. She does, — 


.- 


diſputable and doubtful whether the C 
| Caſes of Necefliry ; inſomuch that 'Archbifho 


leſs can it be expected that a Rabric, that was 


Baptiſm, where it can be had ? The Church of 


ſuppoſes the Adminiftrator of that Sacrament 
to be always a proper and an authorized Per- 


to be had, it allows a Szbdeacan (which is as 


none of theſe things do either in themſelves ul. 


(64897 
her Rubrics, allom or _ no other; that is al. 
ſo cettain; Can any Church; by a Rule, alſow a 
thing ſhe thinks irregalar? Even the Rubtie of 
K. Edward's Book, was ſo worded, as to leave it 
1ethe hurch al- 
lowed or intended to allow of Lay-Baprifn, in 


— 


did not permir fuch Lay-Baptiſm. And much 
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changed on Purpoſe to remove ſuch Doubt, 
fhould permit or allow f Lay-Baptiſm. But 


lify' arid invalidate Lay. Baptiſm, or fignify that | 
the Church does look upon it as invalid; when 
once it is adminiſtred or conferred by a L. 
Hand. For if it did, it would certainly and expreſ- 
Iy order ſuch Children to ty mgm - Why 
ſhould it not, - ſince it maintains the Neceſſity of 


Rome, in all the Rabrics of its Form of Baptiſm, 


ſon : It ſays in every Place, that the Prieſt is to 
do ſo and ſo, and he Prieſt is to ſay thus and 
thus; and in none of its publick Forms does it 
allow or permit any other to officiate : And yet 
we know the Doctrine of that Church allows 
and approves of L- Baptiſm. We know that, 
in Fact, when a Prieſt is not preſent, that it al- 
lows a Deacon to baptize; when à Deacon is not 


much in holy Orders as a Waterman upon the 
* N Thames) 


— 
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Thames) to baptize; when 2 Sabdeacon ĩs riot 


a Lay-Man is not there, it allow /s 4 Voman to do 
it; nay, if the Lay-Man be utterly ignorant of 
the Form, or Words; it allows the Midwife before! 
him, to baptize the Child. This we know is the: 
Doctrine, this we know is the Practice of the 
Church of Rome; and yet in all the Rubtics of 
its Office of Baptiſm, it only mentions the Prieſt, 
theSacerdos ; and it tells us, in none of them, that 
it permits or allows of any other but a Sacerdos. 
Who can expect it ſhould? it is not a proper 
Place for it. And therefore I do not by any 
Means think it 4 concluſive way of arguing, 
to ſay the Church of Exgland has, by its Ru- 
brics, invalidated L. Bapeiſm, becauſe, by its 
Rubrics, it requires only a /awful Miniſten to 
baptize, and for bids all others to baptize, and 
blames, and condemns, and puniſhes ſuch as 
baptize, Who are not lawfully qualified to do 
ſo. This only ſignifies that -ſhe would not 
have it done; but it does not ſignify, that it 
is not effectually done, when it is actually 
done. For if it did, ſhe muſt order it to 
be done again, if ſhe * it abſolutely neceſ. 
ſary to be done at all. I do not pretend ro enter 
into the Merits of the Cauſe, nor to diſpute {|| 
whether Lay - Baptiſm be valid, or invalid; nor 
whether it be lawſul or unlawful to rebaptize 
ſuch as have been baptized by Lay-Hands. This 
is not at preſent my Undertaking: But my aim 
is to ſhew, that the Church of England has not, 
by theſe Rabrics, declared Lay- Baptiſm to be in-— 
valid; or, (in other Words) that a lawful Mi- 
1 5 niſter, 
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that Baptiſm adminiſtred by a Lay-Hand is null 


ctrament. 


niſter, is ſo eſſential to the Validity of Baptiſm; 


and void. Nay, I am going about to try to 
ſhew the Reader, that the Church of Exgland i 
hath, in theſe very Rubrics, declared her Jullg- 
ment to be, That (in the Words of Biſhop Bil. 
ſon) the Miniſter is not of the Eſſence of the S4. 


The Way I take to do it is this. 

When the Child that was privately baptized; 
is brought to the Church, in order to have the 
| reſt of the Ceremonies and Service performed 
and compleated, altho? it were baptized before,' 
by 2 lamful Mini ſter, yet is the Miniſter of the Pa- 
' riſh,for his own Satisfaction and that of the Cons: 
gregation, to ask theſe following Queſtions ; . 


I. By whom was this Child baptized? 'þ 
2. Ho was preſent when this Child was bap- 


The Miniſter of the Pariſh is to know who 
was the Adminiſtrator, and who were Witneſſes 
to the Baptiſm adminiſtred: He could not others. 
wiſe be aſſured the Child had been baptized, 
Now. becauſe theſe Queſtions are asked, in this 
place, as well as the two following ones, con- 
cerning the Matter and Form, it is concluded by 
ſome, that the Church of England looks upon 
the lamful Miniſter to be as eſſential to Baptiſm, 
as the Water and the Words, But if ſhe 
does, how comes ſhe to place ſo notable and 
diſtinguiſhing a Clauſe, betwixt the two firſt. 
and the two laſt Queſtions, as this is ;— | 
©. Becauſe ſome things eſſential to this Sacra 
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ment ina happen to be omitted throug h Fear, 
or at 5 in ſuch Times of Extrecmity, theres 
fore T'demand farther of you, 
id With what Mather was this Child bapti- 
? 


. 15 With what Words: was this Child bapti- 

ed 

Can any one red | this Clauſe, thus inſerted 
the Middle of (and as if it were to part) 
ce Queſtions, and helieve the Church of Eng- 
and thought the Adminiſtrator and the Witneſ- 
5 as eſſential as the and the Words, to 
he E Baptiſm ? Had the Church 'be- 
eved a lawfu Miciſter rd be as, eſſential to the 
aking a Baptiſm valid, as ſhe did the Matter 
nd the Words —ſhe muft and ſhe. would have 
id thus— * Becauſe ſome things eſſantial to 
this Sacrament m by ove been neglected or 
omitted, through Haſte, or Fear, I muſt ask 
you—By are was this Child Baptized, with 
what Matter, and what Words was it Baptized 
Cc. i. e. was it baptized by a lawful Miniſter, 
nd with the Mutter and Words preſcribed by 

htiſt? Bur, to ask firſt—by whom? And 
condly—before whom ? And . to ſuſpect 

ome thing eſſential to Baggiſm might have 
een omitted, and to mention thoſe Eſſentials 
the third and fourth Queſtions, is, in my 
pinion, to intimate that the two firſt Queſtions , 
id not contain things Eſſential to Baptiſm. 
nd that. it may appear what Reaſon I have to 
nink ſo, I deſire the Reader to conſider the 
lowing Rubric, which is the laſt in the Office 


f private Baptiſm— : 
C gut 


© But if they which bring the Infant to th 
© Church, do make ſuch uncertain Anſwers, . 
i the Prieſt's Wine BE FORK it cannot ap 
| « pear-that. the Child was baptized with Water 
In the Name of the Father, and of the Son, an 
© of the Holy Ghoſt, (which are eſſential Partsq 
© Baptiſm) then let the Prieſt baptize it, in th 
Form before appointed for publick Baptiſn 
of Infants, ſaving that at the dipping th 
© Child in the Font, he ſhall uſe this Form 
Words — If thou art not already baptized, N 
© I baptize thee, & 
Why does not the Church ay here, if 


14 


| rages | app = t hat th 7 Child WAS aptized by 
| lavfal Miniſter, let it be conditionally baptized 


ö Why does not the Church here tell us (at 
could there be a fitter place to tell us?) thi 
a lawful Miniſter is eſſential to a valid Baptiſn 
When it is reckoning up the eſſential Parts( 


p Baptiſm, could it forget the Mzinifter, if th 
| were alſo an eſſential Part? Tam perſwaded 
neither could, nor. would. And I therefo 


think I have proved, that, in the Judgment 
| the Church of Ezzlazd (what the Biſhop ( 
N Mincheſter affirmed was a Rule agreed « 
amongit Divines/ The Miniſter is not of ll 
Eſſence of the Sathament of Baptiſm, 

And thus I have gone through all the Offi 
e Baptiſm, and the Rubrics that relate to th 
| Matter; and having conſidered them with 

the Care and Impartiality I could, I do not i 

that the Church of Ezg/and hath, in any 

them, declared Lay-Baptiſm to be invali: 

and yet hey are the Plates, and the pablick Ji 

where one would look for and expect full 
Declaration, the molt properly. J. 
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f England in this Particular. She hath in 
o publick Act of hers, ordered -ſuch as have 
een baptized by Lay-Hands to be re-bap< 
ized by a lawful Minifter. I have already 
Nad Occaſion to make this Obſervation in an- 
her place before. But it is, indeed, a clear 
d diſtindt Proof of the Judgment of the 
hurch in this Matter. Had ſhe been of the 
ind, that Lay-Baptiſm was null, invalid, and 
eſſectual, her Care and Tenderneſs for all 
de People of this Kingdom, would have 
dliged her to command the Re- baptizing by 
wiul Miniſters, all ſuch as had not had a 
lid Baptiſm, if they could be brought to it. 
t ſhe has no where intimated, no where ſug- 
ſed, much leſs expreſſed, or plainly ſignified, 
y ſuch Purpoſe, or Deſign to have it done. 
it be ſaid, that from 1604 to 1661, the 
urch had either no Occaſion, or Opportunity, 
declaring her Judgment in this Foint; yet 
the World will acknowledge ſhe had borb, in 
great degree, at the Time of the Reſtoration of 
ng Charles II. when ſhe might very reaſona- 
y {uppole there were, in England and Wales, na 


ver than two or three hundred thouſand 
ls, baptized by ſuch hands as are now called 
«Hands, and were then eſteemed and held 
avfal and un- authorized Hands. May we 
fairly enough compute, that Six Parts in Ten, 
all the People of the Kingdom, who were 
rteen or fifteen Years Old, when King 
arles II returned px his Throne, _ beer 
2 Da 


The ſecond Proof of the general Fropofti. tt. | 
n, is fetched from the Silence of the Church Proof. 
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knowledge for lawful Miniſters? And what wi 


them re- baptised? 1 anſwer, none at all. A 


the Author of the Invalidity of Lay-Baptiſm, p. i 


(24) | 
baptized” by ſuch as the Church will not 'xc 


there done with all this Number? What Car 
was taken by the Church to ſecure their Chriſti 
anity? If the Church accounted them alreag 
to be validly baptized, the Queſtion is give 
up. If ſhe accouored their Baptiſm to he ii 
valid, what Proviſion was there made, to hay 


I fay ſo with the greater Aſſurande, becauſe 
fee that Dr. Hicks, tho? very able, and keen) 
edged to this purpoſe, hath not been ſo Juck 
as to produce one good Reaſon. to make 
believe that the Office of Miniſtration of Baptij 
to ſuch as are of riper Tears, was intended for. fy 
as had been mmualidly. baptized by -#n/avfu 
Miniſters; altho he thinks he has Reaſon: 1 
fay it was. He does not, I own, affirm. it, tndn 
peremptory, magiſterial Manner: But becau 
he ſays it at all, and becauſe his Authority (ep: 
in Matters of Conjecture) is much greater wit 
thoſe-for whoſe ſake I take theſe Pains, than 
could wiſhit were, in Matters where I th; 
he is much miſtaken ; hecauſe of this, I fa 
it lies upon me, to; conſider what he has: fa 
upon this Point. | 1 
Thus then the Doctor ſpeaks in his Letter 
ou have well obferved, That our Chun 
, hath provided no Office of Confirmation for tho 
hd receive Baptiſm from Lay-Baptizers, Al 
indeed it would have been ſtrange, that f 
* which allows of no Baptiſm but by a lan 
Miniſter, ſhould have provided ſuch, an Of 
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to confirm or ratify che Baptiſm of thoſe, who 
(truly ſpeaking) were ſprinbled ot waſhed, but 
not baptized, But I think you might, with 
Reaſon enough, have farther: obſerved, that 
ſbe hath provided an Office for their true and 
lawful Baptiſm. I mean, Sir, The Miniſtra« 
tion of Baptiſm to ſuch as are of riper Tears. 
This new Office was made preſently after the 
Reſtoration, and is part of the Litargy that 
now is confirmed by Act of Parliament: And 
I do not think it was intended only for Hea- 
thens, Jews, and Mabometans, who ſhould be 
converted to Chriſtianity, or for ſuch con- 
verted Hereticks among us as rejec Baptiſm ; 
but alſo for thoſe who had been inmvalidly bap- 
tized ; of which there were great Numbers 
at the Time of the Reſtoration, and now alaſs, 
are many more. I ſubmit this Obſervati- 
on to your Thoughts, and the Conſiderati- 
on of all who ſhall read it: And if my 
Opinion, as to this Office, is wrong, T hope 
my Error is pardonable, becauſe it is not 
hurtful to the Church, nor caſts the leaſt 
Diſhonour upon her learned and pious Biſh- 
ops and Prieſts. her Repreſentatives, 'who 
made that Office, which before was wanting. 
The Remarks I would make upon this Paſ- 
ge, are: iheſo . NL 
1. I deſire the Doctor and his Friend, to make 
little Inquiry into the Matter of Fact, and to 
amine, whether the Biſhops after the Reſfau- 
ation in 1660, did not go about their ſeveral 
Dioceſes, and confirm many Thouſands of ſuch 
s had been baptized by anlamful Miniſters, and 
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ty}, 


not by the Form in the Common-Projer ? aui 


Diſtinction between ſuch young People, as half 


that ſuch as had been baptized by the latin 


confirm any one, upon Pretence of their nol 


Let the Doctor and his Friend, then, conſid: 


baptized by Lay-Baptizers ; and Secondly, The 


» confirm a Thouſand People, who (he knows, 


was not Epiſcopally ordained, with the ſan 
tized by an Epiſcopal Miniſter; will not ever 


Alike valid, rho? neither regularly, nor orden 
por lerfall at firſt conferred ? Now wheth! 


\ 
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whether they made, or tried to make, af 


been baptized by Orthodox Miniſters, and ſuchif 
as had been baptized by Men who were no 
Epiſcopally ordained? Did they declare or intimat 


were not baptized /awfully, and therefore coul 
not be confirmed? Did they reject any one on thi 
account? Or did they uſe any other Office d 
Confirmation, than the preſent one, to confirn 
all that were brought to them? I verily think 
that, upon Enquiry, it will be found, that not 
ſiogle Biſhop in the Kingdom, did then refuſe 1 


being lawfully baptized, by a lawful Miniſter 
whether this Practice of the Biſhops at th 
Time, be not an implicit Declaration of thet 
Judgment, Fir# That there was no need of 
_>_ Office of Confirmation, for ſuch as had bee 


ſuch as they confirmed were held by them 
have been validly baptized. If a Biſhop ſhil 


might know) had been baptized by one thi 


Words and Ceremonies, with which he confirm 
another Thouſand People who had been bay 


one conclude, that this Biſhop thinks the Bat 
tiſm of both theſe Thouſands to be equally an 


0 


ayer 
his was not the Practice of the Biſhops at that 
Will ime, I leave to the Doctor and his Followers 
o inquire, remember, and conſider. 
2. I agree with the Doctor that it would 
have been a ſtrange thing for the Convocation 
had they — his Mind) to have made a 
ew Office of Confirmation for ſuch as had been 
daptized by Lay-Baptizers. Tt had certainly been 
ery abſurd to confirm ſuch People, as they 
bought had never been validly baptized. But 
not the Concluſion as good on the other 
and, that ſuch as were confirmed by the old Of- 
ce muſt needs be thought to be validly bap-. 
ized, by ſuch as confirmed them? A. B. was 
aptized in 1650, by a Miniſter of the Presbyte- 
an Ordination; and A. B. was confirmed in 1662, 
y a Biſhop of the Church of England, accor- 
ing to the Offce appointed for that Purpoſe. 
Vill not moſt People conclude, from hence, that 
ie Biſhop held the Baptiſm of A. B. to be valid? | 
his I think is as plain, as if it were deduced 
om Definitions; Axiome, and Propoſitions, &c. 
3. As to what the Doctor ſays, That he 
inks the Church hath provided an Office for 
e true and lawful Baptiſm of ſuch as had been 
validly baptized, it is very much to the Pur-: 
ole, if he can make it good. It would utterly 
bvert the ObjeQion that is in every body's 
outh, viz. That had the Church held the 
aptiſm of unlawful Miniſters (i. e. ſuch as were 
ot ordained by Epiſcopal Hands, and are con- 
quently held as mere Laicks) to be null and in- 
alid, ſhe muſt and would have ordered all ſuch 
ecople to be rebaprized by lawful Miniſters. To 
Ls C 4 this 
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this the Doctor ſays, that the Church hath ad. 
judged all ſuch Baptiſms to be invalid, and that 
ſuch People were only ſprintled or waſbed, and 
not baptized, and hath provided a nem Office for 
the true and lawful Baptiſm of them, namely, 
the Miniſtration of Baptiſin for ſuch as are of. riper 
Tears, This Office he ſays was intended for 
ſuch as had been invalidly baptized, as well asf 
for Heathens, Jews, Tarks and Hereticks. When 
I firſt read this Paſſage, I could not forbear re. 
peating to my ſelf, How hard a Sayiag is thi! 
And it was not without Concern, that I re. 
membred it came from a Man, now venerable 
for his Years, as well as for his Virtue, and hi 
Learning. But with what Reaſon does he ſup 
port this his Aſſertion, or. Conjecture? Thoſe 
he brings in this Place (as the Reader may fee) 
are, that this Office was made nem after the R. 
ſtoration; and that, at that Time, there were 
many People who had been zvazdly baptized, 
This Office was indeed zem; but is it not ra 
ther to be wondred at, that there was not, long 
before this Time, a Form of Baptiſm for adul 
Perſons, in a Church ſo well eſtabliſh'd as our 
was? My Gueſs is, that in the Days of EA 
ward VI. Q. Mary, Q. Elizabeth, and K. Fame, 
and the greateſt part of K. Charles I. there were 
very few People in Exgland, that expreſs'd an 
Diſlike of Infant- Bat iſm; the Doctrine and the 
Cuſtom was all in its Favour, and therefore there 
was no very viſible need of a Form for baptizing 
People of riper Tears. But in the Times of Ci 
vil War, and Anarchy, theſe wicked Tares grey 
up in great Plenty; and this part af W 


(29) _ 
tiſm, as well as the other of Rebaptizing, pre- 
vailed very much ; ſo that berwixt the Years 
1640 and 1660, there were a great many young 
People that had never been baptized at all; e- 
now to juſtify. the Wiſdom of the Church in 
compoſing a nem Form, that might ſerve for 
them, as well as all others whom the DoQor 
reckons up. This is but my Conjecture; but 
I dare fay, the impartial Reader will incline to 
think, that the Convocation, which compoſed | 
this zew Office, had full as much Regard to theſe 
People, as to the invalidij baptized, The great 
Number of theſe laſt, is the other Reaſon 
which induces him to think that this new Office 
was intended for them. But, in my Opinion, | 
this is taking the thing in Queſtion, for granted. 

He ſuppoſes the Church to account all ſuch as 
had been baptized by unlamful Miniſters, to have 
been inwalidly baptized; But has the Church 
made any ſuch Declaration? I have been try- 

ing to prove (and T hope I have proved) that 

ſhe has not. The Fundamental Miſtake, I 
think,. is this, that becauſe the Church requires 

a lamful Miniſter to be the Adminiſtrator of Bap- 
tiſm, in her Rubrics; therefore ſhe accounts all 
Baptiſms not conferr'd by a lawful Miniſter, .to 
be null and iavalid. This is by no means a ne- 
ceſſary Conſequence : She has no where faid fo; 
and her Practice is clearly otherwiſe, as I haye 
ſhewn, by the Biſhops Confirmations in 1661 
and ſince, and by her ordering none of them to 
be rebaptized. Which I fill inſiſt on, to be a 
good Proof, and which is not at all weakned 
by theſe two Reaſons of the Doctor, of which 
9 ͤö·ͤ ò../ I leave 
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I leave the Reader to judge. But it may be he 
is better provided, two or three Pages off; for 
there he reſumes the ſame Argument, whether 
out of Confidence or Diſtruſt of what was faid 
before, I will not determine; but thus he ſays,p.24. 
Sir, From theſe Obſervations [v:z. that no 
new Office of Confirmation was provided. for 
ſuch as were baptized by Laicks ; that the Ol. 
fice of Baptiſm for ſuch as were of riper Years, 
was intended for ſuch as had been invalidly bap- 
tized ; that Baptiſm was abſolutely neceſſary 
to Salvation, was an erroneous, tho' innocent 
and pious, Opinion ; and that ſuch happy Alte- 
rations had been made in the Liturgy] © From 
© theſe Obſervations, Sir, I think I may con- 
clude, Firſt, That the abſolute indpenſbe 
Neceſſity of Baptiſm is not the Doctrine of 
the Church of Exgland. Secondly, That ſhe 
approves of no Baptiſm, or thinks no Bap- 
tiſm duely and validly adminiſtred, but what 
ts miniſtred by duely authorized and lawful 
Miniſters, and conſequently that ſhe rejects 
all Lay-Baptiſm. Thirdly, That ſhe cannot 
count thoſe duely authorized and lawful Mi- 
niſters, who take upon them the Miniſtry, 
within the Pale of her Juriſdiction, in Con- 
tempt of, and ”—_— to, her Epiſcopat, 
and Epiſcopal Miſſion, or Power of Ordinati- 
an ; and by Conſequence, that ſhe muſt look 
upon Baptiſm adminiſtred by ſuch Miniſters, 
as null and void, from the Beginning. 


E K „ „ „ „ „ „„ „ AAA «„ „ A 


From theſe Concluſions, and the Conſe- 
f iſſuing from them, I have farther Rea- 


on to think, that rhe Office of the Miniſtrati, 
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© on of B tiſm to ſuch as are of riper Tears was. 


* intended for Perſons invalidy baptized by ſuch 
unlamful Miniſters among us, as were never 
* duely authorized, as well as for converted 


* Heathens, Jews, Mahometans, and ſuch mo- 


dern Manicheans, and Seleucians among us, as 
© held it unlawful to baptize with the Baptiſm 
of the Church. | ; 


As I take this Paſſage to be but a Repetition | 
of what he had ſaid before, little enlarged ; fo I | 


acquaint my Reader,that I ſhall be conſtrained to 
repeat, in my Reply, a great deal of what TI 
have before fad. | 

1. Whether it be an erroneous Opinion, 
That Baptiſm is abſolutely neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, is not proved by him, but affirm'd. Whe- 
ther the indiſpenſable Neceſſity of Baptiſm be 
the Doctrine of the Church of England, or be 


not, I am not able to determine, I acknowledge, 


with full Certainty. He who ſays that ſuch an 
Opinion is erroneous, will Tay, among us, that 


it is not the Opinion of the Church of England: 
And I, who incline to think it is the Opinion of 


the Church of England, do ſo far think it not to 
be erroneous. And becauſe I am perſwaded that 


ſhe does not hold Lay-Baptiſm to be invalid, I 


am alſo ſo far perſwaded that ſhe holds Baptiſm 
to be indiſpenſably neceſſary, where it can poſ- 


ſibly be had: She will have Lay-Baptiſm, in the 
want of a lawful Miniſter,rather than none at all. 


2. I muſt repeat again, that it does not neceſ- 


farily follow, that the Church rejects all L. 
Baptiſm, or accounts all Baptiſm conferred by 


Men not Epiſcopally ordained, ta be aull and in- 


_ valid, 
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valid, becauſe ſhe does in all her Offices and 


conſerr Baptiſm. This, the Doctor knows, is not 


her Rubric in 1603, from thoſe. indefinite 


as he will find upon Examination. Will he give 


the Prieſt. I know he has; but let him go to 
that Office, and ſee if the Adminiſtrator. of Bap, 


2k 


Rubrics call for and require a /awfal Miniſter tg 


a certain Conſequence in the Church of Rom, 
which in her Office of . Baptiſm requires a 


crament. And I would ask him, if he thinks 
that the Church of England, when ſhe changed 


Words — Let one of them—into. — 4 Larful 
Meizifter, whether ſhe did thereby intend to ix, 
validate and utterly annull all Baptiſms that had iſ 
been before conferr'd by Lay-Hands? or whe | 

ther ſhe baptized again, by a lawful Miniſter, 
ſuch Lay-baptized? What if I ſhould acquaĩũt 
the Doctor, that in all the Offices of. Baptiſm, 
whether Pablick. or Private, that of: Infants, or 
that of adult and grown-up Perſons, there is not 
ſo much as the Word Deacon to be found in 
them throughout? and that both Miniſter and 
Curate, which are uſed in them, do ſignify a 
Prieſt, and nothing but a Prieſt. This I af 


me Leave to conclude from hence, that a Deaco# 
may not baptize a Child, becauſe he is not mens 
tioned or required in any of theſe Offices, or 
their Rubrics? He will, it may be, ſay, that 
a Deacon, when he is ordained, has it in his 
Commiſſion, to baptixe Infants in the Abſence .of 


tiſm is not always to be a Prieſt, or Miniſter, ot 


5 Man, 


6330 


Man, vis. a Prief :- And ler him reconcile the 


Rabric which calls for a Prieſt; with his Commwiſſ! 


on of a Deacon, which allows him to baprize in 


the Prieſt's Abſence. I would not be thought to 
make this a parallel Caſe, it is not exactly fo; 
but I would make this Uſe of it, that to inſiſt 
too rigidly upon the Letter of the Rubric, when 
the cuſtomar) Practice of the Church allows of 
Relaxations and Abatements, is to be over - wiſe, 


or over-· ſcrupulous. The Church, in all her 


Rules, and Orders, muſt call for and require, 
whar: ſbe thigks beſt, and would moſt gladly 
have; but whilſt ſhe is made up of frail, imper- 
ſect Creatures, and ſubject to numberleſs Ac- 
cidents, ſhe muſt be content with the beſt 


Performances ſhe can obtain. And, if ſhe can 
ſecure the Eſſentials of Religion, will bear wit 
the Want of many convenient and expedient | 


Circamff antials, till it pleaſes God to make her 
eaſy with them alſo. The Church, in her 
Rabric, calls for a lawful Miniſter to baptize 
the Child; and calls for no body elſe; and 
would gladly have no body elſe; but, in the 
Interim, another Perfon comes, calPd only by 
| Neceſſity, or calld perhaps through © Fonds 
neſs of the Parent, or through miſtaken June 


ment, but is by no means the Perſon call'd. 


for and intended by the Church: However, he 


performs the Office, and baptizes'the Child, in 


the ſame Element of Water, and with the ſame 


Words of Chriſt, who was the bleſſed Inſtitu- 


tor of this Sacrament. - The Church is offended 


at this Proceeding ; cenſures, blames, condemns, 


and puniſhes, the Intruder and Uſurper on the 


Holy 
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nor would the People refuſe them; becauſe of 


this was the way of reaſoning in the Antient 


Church; and (becauſe I have proved it) T am 


| Coinage of all the Money current in the 1 


could, do very well juſtify the reſtraining it to 


{cription, ſhould be as right and good, and to 


coined in the Tower-Mizt, by the Queen's pro- 


% £ 
Neceſſity.) But after all, ſhe ſees the Sacra. 


Words of Chriſt were feriouſly uſed, and tho? 
the Voice and Hand that adminiſtred, were 
both unhallowed, yet will ſhe not in validate, or 
diſanull this Work. The Doctor very well knows 


bold to fay it is the way of reaſoning inthe 
preſent Church of England. And as ſhe never 
has, ſo I believe ſhe never will depart from that 
good Standard, in this Particular, The Laws, 
with very good Reaſon, have appropriated the 
dom, to the Prince; and they have made it high 
ly criminal for any Man elſe but ſuch as 'are 
ſubſtituted and appointed by proper Officers, 
under the Regulation of the Crown, to have 
any Hand in the work of Coining : And the 
numberleſs Miſchiefs that would enſue upon 
permitting every private Man to coin, if he 


ſuch and ſuch elected and appointed Perſons, 
and puniſhing, even with Death, all that trank 
— this Law, altho' the Pieces they coin 

ould be of equal Weight and Fineneſs, with the 
Standard, and tho? the Image, Arms, and Super- 


all appearance the ſame with thoſe that were 


per Officers. But yet theſe Pieces would be 
current ſtill, the Prince would not xecoin them, 


their 


— 
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their intrinſie Worth, and their external Form. 
The Hand that made them might be deſerved- 
ly cut off, but the Piece is eſſentially good; the | 
Weight and Fineneſs, Head and Arms demonſtrate 
tobe EE 25 

3. Altho' the Church ſhould not count 
the Diſſenting Miniſters, to be duely authorizetl 
and lamful Miniſters, yet ſhe need not, of Con- 
ſequence, look upon Baptiſm adminiſtred by | 
them, as null and void from the Beginning. 
This is -begging the thing in Queſtion, and not | 
proving it. The Church may (tho I do not | 

| 
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take upon me to ſay. ſhe does, but ſuppoſing 

ſhe may) count all, the other Parts of the Mi- 

niſtration that are performed by Diſſenting 
Miniſters, to be null and void; yet it would 
not neceſſarily follow, that ſhe ſhould. there- 
fore count their Aer to be null and void. 
This is the ſingle thing contended for. Abu- 
dance of People, I doubt, are eaſily led to | 
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chink their Baptiſms to be invalid, becauſe they | 
chink if their Baptiſms be allowed, the reſt | 
of their Miniſterial Performances muſt be alſo {| 
valid. But this was held to be. no Conſe- 
gquence by the Antient Church of Chriſt; nor 
ss it a Conſequence held by the Church of Eng 
and. Tis Baptiſm alone that is not invalidated 
and made null, tho' conferred by an unlaw ful 

Miniſter, or a meer Lay-Chriſtian. And there- 


fore a hundred Paſſages cited either from the 
Antient or Modern Writers, to nullify and inva- 
lidate all the Minifterial Performances of uncon- 
ſecrated and unlawful Miniſters, are inſignifi- 

cant to the Point in Hand, unleſs they ſay 27 2 


2 
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preſly that Baptiſm admſniftred by by ſuch is FR 
4d; which I dare ſay they will never be able tg 
produce, provided they mean Baptiſm adminif. 
tred in the Matter and Form preſeribed bj 

Chriſt. ; EI 

Upon the whole Matter therefore, 1 catingt 
ſee, that the Obſervations the Doctor has made 
areright, nor the Concluſions he has drawn from 
them to be juſt and good; nor Conſequently 
can I find he has any manner of Reaſon to think, 

that the Office of the Miniſtration of B ptiſen 10 
ſuch as be of riper Tears, was made Tag 1th 
tended for ſiichas had been invilidly baptized, by 
unlawful Miniſters. And therefore 1 am fti 
of the Opinion, that the Chareh of England hath 
% no Act of wy, made or declared Er Ber 0 
be invalid. 

And 1 will add but one  Argament ip 
iin Proof of this Poſition, and that ſhall 
alſo fetched from the Silence of the Preache) 
and the Writers of the "Church of Emglenl 
in this Point, from the Year 1660" til thi 
Year 1700. 

Did any of my Lords the Biſhops i in. cher 
primary V. eee, after the Reſtoration of Kii 
Charles II the propereſt Seaſon certainly} 
give it in Charge + to their Clergy, fo-infor 
their People, either by Preaching, or Wiiting 
that ſuch as had been Baptized by unla wf 
Nonconforming, anepiſcopal, Miniſters, were fit 
Chriſtians, having not been validly Baptized, an 
therefore that all ſuch muſt be baptized anew! 
Does any one remember ſuch ſoftruQions given 
about that Time, or ſince? Did the "4 0 

f. 
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ontroyerſy who were many, and for many | 
ears, among other Points debated, did they, 
Jay, inſiſt on the Lvalidity of the Diſſenters 
aptiſm, in any of their Books? Did the London.— 

the Country Miniſters, who were the moſt 
zalous to bring their People. to Conformity, 

d a good liking of the Church-way, and to 
ſcue them from Schiſm and Separation, and 
ze Miſchiefs of it, did they begin with this, that 
ey mult conſider they were not Chriſtians, and 
anted true Baptiſm 5 Does any one call to 
lind, that any ſuch Arguments as theſe were 
ed to perſwade their Flocks to enter into 
hriſt's Fold, by the Gate of Baptiſm? Did 
ey pretend to convert the Difſenters to Chrife 
mity? Or to leave the Separation, and coms 0ver 
the Church? Is it not a very modern Thing, is 

not of Yeſterday, to hear it ſaid, that the 
Henkers are net Chriſtians, having been bap- 
zed with Water, in the Name of the Father, 
n,and Holy Ghoſt? And yet, will any reaſon- 
le Man tell us, that it was not the Duty of | 
e Biſhops to have given theſe things in Charge | 
the Clergy ? Will-any one ſay, it was not the 
oper buſineſs of the controverſial Writers, to 
ve inſiſted mainly on this great Point? Or 
uld the Pariſh-Prieſts have done any thing bet - 

r, more pleaſing to God, or more uſeful to the 
-ople, than to have told them, they muſt be- 
e Chriſtians and be Baptized? Was there an 
ter Neglect of this great Duty among all ſorts 

Parties concerned, at a Time when nothi | 
uld have_been more proper ? Who can cafily 
me into this Belief? It this Silence of the 

| = _ Eccleſiaſtical 
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upwards of Forty Years, in a Matter when 


—— 


e 
Eccleſiaſtical Governours, of the Patiſh-Prieft 
and of the Writers of Controverſy, be not 

Proof of the Church of Exgland's Judgment i 
the Matter; I muſt deſpair of knowing w 

Res: ᷣ V ac 
And thus Thave gone through the little Wo 
I undertook-: Which was not to prove the Val 
dity of Lay-Baptiſm ;. nor to prove the Baptiſ 
of Diſſenters to be good and valid, in Oppoſiti 
to the Author of L- Baptiſm's Invalidity, or 
Oppoſition: to Dr. Hicks . his Abetter and 
courager ; this was not my Deſign ; but to mal 
— my Poſition That the Church of Engla 
ath, by no publick Alt of hers, made or decla 
La- Baptiſm to be invalid. Both thoſe Wrin 
had affirm'd that the Church of England accoùi 
Lay-Baptiſm, and the Baptiſm of Diſſenti 
Miniſters, to be invalid; as far as they aff 
that, I have concerned my felt with them, a 
no farther. But becauſe I could not diſpro 
their Allegations in this particular, without 
covering my Opinion in the general, of the Mi 
ter in diſpute, every Body will ſee I am d 
very different Judgment ſrom thoſe Write 
The only thing I would leave with the Read 
is to conſider, whether I have not made 5 
my Poſition, from the particular Proofs Ih 
brought; from the Conſideration of the Office 
| Baptiſm and their Rubrics; from the C onfirmi 
ons of the Biſhops after 1660; and from 
Silence of the Clergy, and Church-Writers; | 


every Body will ſee they were highly conceri 
to have ſpoken. And if the Charch of Engi 


: 


as not declared Lay-Bapriſm, and Diſſenters 
W-7:4/, to be inualich I cannot chooſe bur think 
a very great Preſumption for any private 
W/cmber of her Communion, to do 6. As for” 
What the Author of the aforeſaid Book, ſays of 
hc 23d and 26th Articles; he may know that 
Woſe Articles were made in 1552 (as well as 
62) by many of the ſame People who made 
e Office of Baptiſm and Rubrics in 1548 and 
552: And that therefore the Allowance of Lay- 
aptiſm, was not thought to claſh, or be incon- 
tent with thoſe Articles. But he may alſo 
ow, that the Church by requiring 4 lamful 
iniſter to Baptiſm, does not, by neceſſary 
dnſequence, invalidate a Baptiſm conferred by 
unlawful” Minifter. The Reader will, I 
pe, be content, that, in Affirmance of my 
ſition, I preſent him with ſome Citations, out 
Mr. Hooker, and Mr. Thorndike ; the one 
fore, the other ſince the Change made in 
REIT ITT 2/ 
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H E famous Tho, Cartwright, Lib. 1. Pay 
I 143. Saith that private Baptiſm f 
rFoſe upon a falſe Interpretation of St. John, z. 
©. Unleſs « Man be born again of Water and f 
© Spirit he cannot enter into the Kingdom of Fleavd 
Where certain do interpret the word Man 
“„ for the material and elemental Water; whe 
_ © as our Saviour Chriſt taketh Water there, 
© a borrowed Speech for the Spirit of God, t 


* 


Effect whereof it ſhaddoweth out. 
Ws this, Mr. Richard Hooker, Lib. v. d. 597 
_—_—E ..--- | 
* To hide the general conſent of Antiqu 
agreeing in the literal Interpretation, tix 
cunningly affirm, that certain have tail 
theſe Words, as meant of material Wate 
when they know that of all the Antients thy 
is not one to be named, that ever did oth 
wiſe either expound or alledge that Pla 
than as implying external Baptiim. 


K KK & a 


XR a 


— 
1 „ 3 1% 


Tho. Cartwright, Lib. 1. 146. The Ord 


* which God hath ſet are, that it ſhould Ml: 
© done in the Congregation, and by the Mini : 
And I will further fay, that altho? = = 


— 
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“ fants which dye without Bapriſen, ſhould be 
c aſſuredly damned (which is moſt falſe) yet 
« ought not the Orders, Which God hath fer in 
his Church, be broken after this ſort. | 
To this Mr. Hookez replies at large, Lib. v. | 
61. but I will only ſer down a few Lines. 
© To acknowledge Chrift*s Inſtitution to be | 
the ground of both Sacraments,” I ſuppoſe no | 
Chriſtian Man will refuſe : For it giverh them 
their very Nature, it appointeth the Matter 
whereof they conſiſt; the Farm of their Ad- 
miniſtration it teacheth; and it bleſſeth them 

with that Grace, whereby they are to us, both 
Pledges and Inſtruments of Liſe. Ne ver- 
theleſs, ſeeing Chriſt's Inſtitution containeth, | 
beſides that which maketh compleat mw 
Efſence or Nature, other things that are only {| 
Parts, as it were, of the Furniture of Sacra- 
ments; the difference  berween theſe two 
muſt unfold that which the general Terms of 
indefinite Speech would confound. [I afſure | | 
he Reader, that Mr. Hooker was of Biſhop | 
ſors Mind, rhat the Miniſter ws was. not 19 9 the 5 
ſſence of Baptiſm] | 
T. C. Lib 1. Page 1 44. ; 
on this Point, whecher * be 4 a 0 8 
no, dependeth not only the Dignity, but te 
Being . the Sacrament. So that 7 take the - 
Napüin of Women, to be no more the 1 
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Sacrament of Baptiſm, than any other dai 
or ordinary waſhing of the Child £ 
Mr, Hooker, Lib. v. $: 62. hich 1 deſi re 


e Reader to lock carefully over; if he has tlie 
ook * him, I only tranſcribe ſome Farts o& 3 
D 3 =: 2 


it, for the ſake of thoſe who have it not. And 
little could any body have thought, that the 
Arguments which Thomas Cartwright. a princi. 
pal Puritan Miniſter produced above an hundred 
Years ago, againſt the Doctrine, Practice, Ser. 
vice, and Miniſters of the Church of Englani 
in the Point of Lay-Baptiſms ; ſhould now b 
again produced by Doctor H—s, and ſever: 
Church of England Miniſters, againſt the D. 
ſenting Miniſters, to prove their Baptiſm t 
be Lay-Baptiſm, and altogether invalid, nul 
and void; ſprinkling, and waſhing, if you wil 
but not baptiæing any one. And that, at th 
ſame time, the Arguments of Mr, Hooker ſhoul 
be produced to prove their Baptiſms valid. By 
we have lived to ſee ſtrange Things: And 
theſe Humours may go on, and be receive 
encouraged, and applauded . by the young 
Students and Divines, - we may ſee ſtranger ye 
But God forbid ! Let this Digreſſion be for 
rere 7 73575 
Lib. v. F. 62. Page 231. 1 
The Reaſon whereupon they ground the 
© Opinion, viz. That Baptiſm by Women | 
© no more a Sacrament, than any other 0 
# dinary waſhing or bathing a Man's Body, 
< ſuch, as making Baptiſm by Women voi 
:© becauſe Women are no Miniſters in tl 
Church of God, muſt needs generally A 
* nihilate the Baptiſm of all unto whom the 
£ Conceit ſhall apply this Exception, whetht 
© it be in regard of Sex, of Quality, of ! 
© fafficiency or Whatſoever., For if want of cali 
do fruſtrate Baptiſm, they that baptize wi | 
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out calling, do nothing, be they Women or 
. Page 232. To Womens Baptiſm in Private, 
by Occaſion of urgent Neceſſity, the Reaſons 
„chat only concern ordinary Baptiſms in Pub- 
lick, are no juſt prejudice: Neither can we 
by force thereof diſprove the Practice of thoſe 
Churches, which (neceſſity re uno) allow 
Baptiſm in private, to be adminiſtred by. 
Women. We may not from Laws that pro- 
hibit any thing with Reſtraint, conclude abſo- 
lute and unlimited Prohibitions: Altho” we 
deny not but they which utterly forbid ſuch 
Baptiſm, may have, perhaps, where with to 
MJ juſtify their Orders againſt it. For, even things 
I lawful are well prohibited, when there is fear 
Wl leaſt they make the way to unla wful more eaſy. 
And, it may be, the liberty of Baptiſm at ſuch 
Times by Women, doth ſometimes embolden 
the raſher ſort to do it, where no ſuch neceſſity 
is. But whether of Permiſſion, beſides Law, or 
in preſumption gainſt Law, they do it, is it 
thereby alrogether fruſtrate, void, and as tho? 
it were never given? They which have not 
cat the firſt, their right Baptiſm, muſt of neceſ- 
ſity be rebaptized, becauſe. the Law of Chriſt 
tyeth all Men to receive Baptiſm. Iteration of 
Baptiſm once given, hath been always thought 
a manifeſt Contempt of that antient apoſtolick 
Aphoriſm, One Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm : 
Baptiſm not only Oze in as much as it hath 
every where the ſame Subſtance, and offereth 
unto all Men : ſame Grace; but One alſo, 
tor that it ought not to be received by any one 
v4 - a_s 


on this Head, worthy, every Line of it, to bell 


© Man above once. [This Argument he purſue; 
in a convincing Manner; and goes on to give 
the Hiſtory of Rebaptizing maintained by $; 
Cyprian and the African Church, whom he af. 
firms to have been miſtaken: And makes this 
wiſe Remark upon him — That tbe Teacher 
Error is the People's Trial, harder and beavier by (if 
much to bear, as He is in Worth and Regard great: 
that perſwadeth them— And after a great deal ſaid 


thoughtfully peruſed by our new-fangled Mini. 
ſters, he ſays] © Since the Church of God hath 
© always hitherto conſtantly maintained, thai 
to rebaptize them which are known to have 
received true Baptiſm, is unlawful : That ii 
Baptiſm be ſeriouſly adminiſtred, in the ſame 
Element, and with the fame Form of Words 
which Chriſt's Inſtitution teacheth, there i 
no other Defe& in the World that can make i 
fruſtrate, or deprive it of the Nature of a trus 
Sacrament : And laſtly, That Baptiſm. is only 
then to be readminiſtred, when the firſt Del: 
very thereof is void, in regard of the ſorealledg 
ed ImperfeQions, and no other: Shall we nov 
in the Caſe of Baptiſm, which having boti 
for Matter and Form, the Subſtance of Chriſt's 
Inftitution, is by a ſort of Men voided for the 
only Deſect of Eccleſiaſtical Authority in the 
Miniſter ; ſhall we, I fay, think it enough, 
that the Puritans blow away the Force theres) 
© with the bare Strength of their very Breath, 
© by faying—— We take fach. Baptiſms to bt 
% more the Sacrament of Baptiſm, than an 
© other ordinary Bathing to be 4 Sacrament ? g It ” 
n F * hove 
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: He 
| periours; they have {mall Cauſe to hope, that 
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hoveth generally all Sorts of Men, to keep 

dee! —— the Limits of their own Vo. 
an Princes Jo rote ſe. . 

ted hem in his Church, ar whole 


Beptifm;nandtaBorher tub 
3 — 
2 — in the Love of our Ghoſtly u-. 


« with: Him their volüntary Services wil be 


' accepted, who thruſt themſelves into Functi- 


© ons, either above their Capacity, or befides | 
* their Place, androverboldly intermeddle with | 
' Duties, wheredf no Charge was ever 
them: They that in any thing exceed. the 
5 * Compaſs of their own Order, do, as muchas 
in them lieth, to diſſolve that Order which is 
the Harmony of God's Church. Suppoſe 
therefore, that in theſe and the like Conſide= | 
* rations, the Law did utterly prohibit Bap» | 


* tiſm'. to be adminiftred by any. > wt than 
0 Perſons thereunto ſolemnly 1 what E 
Neceſſity ſoever — * not many things | 


; ' firm being done, altho, in Part, done other: 
* wiſe than poſitive Rigor and StriQtnefs _ 
require? Nature, as much as is poffible, in- 
* clineth unto Validities, and Preſervations: Spit 1 

0 ſolutions, and Nalities of things done, are not 
: only not favoured, but hated, either urged 
* without Cauſe, or extended their Reacll. 
4 therefore at — Time it come to pals, that 
in teachin 12 publickly or privately, in deliver: 
4 ing = leſſed Sacrament of Re * 


chat we ſhould receive - | 
lick medicinal {| 


wen _ | 


ft 


9 (416) 
Le ſuppoſed Ordinance, do intrude it ſelf to exe. 
Cute that, whereunto the Laws of God, and his 
Church have deputed others; which of theſe if 
* two Opinions ſeemeth more agreeable with 
Equity, Ours - [of the Church of ' England] i 
that di/alſos. what is done amiſs, yet make 
net the Force of the Word and Sacraments, 
much leſs their Nature-andivery Subſtance, to i 
4 depend on the Miniſter's Authority and Calling, 
N or elſe Theirs [the Puritaus heretofore, hut 
© now Dr. Hand many young Clergymens] 
£ which defeat, diſannull, and ànnihilate both, 
in Reſpect of that one only perſonal Deſect; 
© there being not any Law of God, which faith i 
© that if the Miniſter be incompetent, his Word I 
6. fhall be no Word, his Baptiſm no Baptiſm? 
And p. 239 The Grace of Baptiſm cometh, i 
© by Donation, from God alone: That God 
* hath committed the Miniſtry of Baptiſm un- 
© to ſpecial Men, it is for Order's ſake in his 
Church, and not to the end that their Autho- 
© rity might give Being, or add Force to the Sa- 
* crament it ſelf. That Infants have _— 
© the Sacrament in Baptiſm: we all acknow- 
© ledge. Charge them we cannot as guileful 
© and wrongful Poſſeſſors of that, whereunto they 


1 have Right by the manifeſt Will of the Do- 


© nor, and are not Parties unto any Defect or 
£ Diſorder in the manner of receiving the fame, 
© And if any ſuch Diſorder be, we have ſuffi 
6-ciently before declared, that Delictum cum Gs 
© pite ſemper ambulat, Mens. own Faults are 
enen, dan 
229 = And 
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EL (47) — 
And laſt of all. © Whereas general and full 
* make for Validity of Baptiſm; yea, albeit ad- 


6 miniſtred in privacy and even by Women; 


© which kind of Baptiſm in Caſe of Neceſſity, 


divers [Reformed Churches do both allow and 


defend; ſome others, which do not defend, 
* tolerate: Few, in Compariſon, and they wirr 
« outany juſt Cauſe, do utterly, difenull and an- 
© nihilate : Surely however, through Defect on 
either ſide, the Sacrament may be without 
Fruit, as well im ſome Caſes to him which 
4 receiveth, as to him which giveth it; yet no 
© Diſability of either part can ſa far make. it 
{ fruſtrate and without effect, as to deprive it of 
© the very Nature of, true Baptiſm, 1 al 
things elſe, . which the Ordinance of Chriſt 
* requireth, Got ,, Ss 
Mr. Thorndike in his Rights of the Church in 
4 Chriſtian State. In the Year 1649. p. 107. 
hath theſe. W, ??; ES. 
* Tf the Charge of Baptizing given the Apoſ- 
* tles, had been meant of the Office of Miniſ- 
* tring, not of the Power of granting it, what 
* Reaſon could there be, that St, Peter, havin 
converted Cornelius and his Company, ſhoul 
not baptize them in Perſon, but command 


| ©. them to be haptized ? As 10. 48. 


And if the Apoſtles employ their Deacon 
St. Philip, to preach and to baptixe, is it not by 
Conſequence, that the Governours of particular 
Churches employ their Deacons about the ſame ? 
* In the Synagogue it cannot be ſaid that the 
* Office of Circumciſing ever required any higher 
* Quality than that of a Perſon circumciſed : 


. nt LIES EIA. 3 8 
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. ö 


“ or 
involved) but a Lay-mar ſometimes may ini. 


(48) 


| © Abd therefore in the Church, if there bath k- 


any Queſtion, whether a Ferſon is to he dd 
* mitted to Baptiſm or no, it is the chief Power 
© of the Church that muſt determine it. Or i 
E ; the Occaſion require Solemnity, which tei 
him that officiates it, to be the 25 

in "the Church, no Deacon nor Presby Fer —— 
t preſume to do it before the Bithoy 
© canſe Baptiſm is the Gate, as wel OY 
© viſible Church, as of the viſible : And beexuſe 


© the 0 are many and divers which in 


© dang preventing of ſo neceſſa 
« fice by Dea 2 Death; in the Re rd, N 
of the Primitive Church, alledged by Terral.lf 


2 e c. 18. mult not be condemned, 


© whereb y him that 'is 60 
* baptized, is xy 5 hier Pur well done. 


m Thorndike i in his Epilogee. 1659. B 156 
* When the Power of Confirining, - proper th 


* the Biſho „ evidenceth, that he alone grazteth 


* Baptiſm (either by particular Appointment 
i general Law, in which his Authority x 


trister it; we fee what St. Paul means when 
s he fays, 1 Cor. 1. 17. God ſent me not to bp. 
s tize, but to preach the Goſp +4 Our Lord has 
© ving ſaid, Matth. 28. 19. preach. and make 
* Difciples of all Nations, Were them in the 


4 Name of the Father, Ss on, and Holy Ghoſt : 10 


* wit, that the Power of appointing it, not the 
* * Miniſtry of doing it, is proper to the Apoſtles 
© and their Suceſſors. Which Reaſon will hold 


*in ſundry + ITY Seren W 
"EN 1 . you 
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« ſuch Cafes, it; is not Authority, but Miniſey 


"HE 
in thar Caſe, of 


1 * | * Es 
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- : 


© ing Confirmation and others. In 


* « 


hich this 


l 


« being once, ſecured, that no Nan act beyond | 


© the-Power, which he receiyet 2 Will be no 
© ſome Orders do that, hy particular Commiſſiom 
from their Superiors, which their Order ina- 
© bles not all that are of it, to do. Becauſe in 


* which they contribute. 

ut a great; many Witneſſes ſpeak not ſo 
© much, as the Law, the Rale, the Caſtam, of 
| Man that was 4 Chrifti= 


Neceſſity. (i. e. rather 


an in that Caſe, of Nece | _ Ig 
than any one ſhould: dye unbaptized) For, 
© out of that Caſe of Neceſſity, the Office of- 
« Baptizing belong'd to the very higheſt in the 


Church; to wit, ſo as might ſtand with the 


more weighty Imployments of their Office: 
© For otherwiſe, a little common Senſe would 
* ſerve to inform them, that thoſe Offices which 
* required more of their Perſonal Knowledge, 
* Skill, Wiſdom, and Goodneſs, were to be pre- 
* ferred before the Office. of Baprtizing ; which, 
* tho? it concerns Salvation, yet requires no ſuch 
* Qualities. Can any Man then imagine any 
* Reaſon, why all Chriſtians are /icenſed, or 
rather commanded to baptize- in that Caſe, but 
© the Neceſſity of the Office? And that no Infant 
* ſhauld go out of the World unbaptized ? And 
* this chokes all the Exception that is made 
from the Cuſtom of giving Infants the Eucha- 
rig, in the antient Church. For, as I eee 

| e 15 | We 


_ © naytoa L- Han, rather than that a any y Chi 


Coo 7. 3 J 
« ſhewed before that it was not held neceſſijy 
. to Salvation, as Baptiſm was; ſo here 1 m 1 
* alledge, that it cannot be aid; that the Ed 
© char was celebrated, and that all Chriſtian 
might celebrate the Eel, in this Caſe off 
Neceſſity, to the Intent that Infants might 
not go out of the World, either unbaprizeg 
or without the Euchariſt, 

* Mr. Thorndike. Juft Weights and Maeve 
1662. p. 114. — 
© As for the — of Baptiſ m ; that, 2 

the Biſhop only allows it, in any Caſe chu 
may be queſtionable ; ſo the Miniſtring of i 
may come to a Deacon, | in the Prieſt's Abſeincs en 


r 


a ' thould " port areas? Wen de dan ONES 


